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disobsdienca and replace it by individual eivi! disobedience. At the
same time, by order of the acting President, all Congress organisations
were dissolved. The Government remained indifferent to these hap-
penings and only intensified repression against the individual civil
resisters. Gandhiji himself was arrested in August and released
before the month was out. It was a slightly confusing situation. On
conscientious grounds Gandhiji decided for a time to keep away from
polities and went on a Harijan tour. " Meanwhile the struggle
dragged on, neither ended, nor led."
The end came in May 1934, when the All India Congress Com-
mittee was allowed to meet at Patna and decided to call off civil
disobedience unconditionally, except for the proviso that Gandhiji
alone, when he thought it necessary, could offer civil resistance. A
month earlier, Gandhiji had issued a statement that the message of
Satyagralia had been "adulterated in the process of transmission".
s'In the present circumstances only one," he added, "and that myself,
should for the time baing, bear the responsibility of civil disobedi-
ence." It was a melancholy situation, comparable to that after
Chauri Chaura, and inevitably the leading Congressmen's fancy turned
towards thoughts of parliamentarism, and with GandhijTs sanction a
new Swaraj party was, so to speak, set up under Dr. Ansari to contest
pending elections to the Central Assembly.
The ban on the Congress was not lifted till June 1934, though it
remained on a number of its subsidiary organisations, youth organisa-
tions and the Red Shirts of the North-Western Frontier. In July,
the Communist Party, bete noire to all reactionaries, was declared
illegal. A new chapter of repression was opening-
Soon afterwards, Gandhiji announced his resignation from Con-
gress membership. To the majority of Congressmen, he felt, non-
violence was not a " fundamental creed ", but only " a policy ". He
remained behind the scenes, however, the powerful guiding influence
whom all must needs consult. It was not till the crisis of 1939-40
that he assumed direct leadership again. On the whole it was an
unhappy and confusing state of affairs.
This distressing finale cannot and should not blind our eyes to the
magnificent achievements of 1930-32. We can be proud of those
years of epic struggle, proud of the sight, then vouchsafed us, of the
untapped reservoirs of our people's patriotism. Communal problems
had not been transmuted by the older alchemy of 1919-21, but anta-
gonisms were forgotten during the years of hope, and Muslim
participation in the people's suffering and sacrifice was commensurate
with their position in Indian life. The multiform craftiness and the
ugly repression of imperialism could not daunt the people who fought